see that though much of the Herbersteinian view of Muscovy was related in the cosmographies, we actually find considerable variation among known cosmographical texts. Some of this variance can be attributed to the politics of the author, however much of it is due simply to borrowing.
Muscovy in Early Cosmographies, 1517-44
The first early cosmographer to describe Muscovy was the Pole Maciej Miechowa. His Tractatus de duabus sarmatiis asiatiana et europiana et contentis in eis (Cracow, 1517) set the standard for cartographic and ethnographic depictions of Muscovy in cosmographical works for decades to come. 5 Miechowa was a geographer, medical doctor, and historian who made his career as professor, rector, and vice chancellor at the University of Cracow. 6 He was a very well-informed figure and would have been fully aware of the threat that Muscovy posed to Polish interests. He no doubt shared much of the anti-Muscovite bias common among Polish elites in the early sixteenth century. Yet Miechowa's point of departure in Tractatus is not publicistic. His aim is plainly the eradication of geographical error. 7 This he does primarily by destroying several claims of the Ptolemaic cartography popular in his day. As this concerns Muscovy, which hefollowing Ptolomy -locates in European Sarmatia, his chief corrective is that there are no "Ryphei" or "Hyperborei" mountains in the interior of the country and thus that the rivers of Sarmatia cannot have their origins in them. 8 European Sarmatia is a vast plain, and the Don and Volga flow out of it. 9 But Miechowa is not exclusively interested in cartography. He wishes as well to render correct ethnographic depictions of the peoples he places on the map. And, he claims, there have been problems here as well. He is especially distressed by the idea, inherited from the ancients and propagated by modern geographers, that there live a happy race of "Hyperbornians" inhabiting a paradise in the far north. 10 This is a myth: people live there and they are under Muscovite rule, but they suffer the most primitive and extreme conditions. 11
Miechowa's description of Muscovy also aims at revision. The majority of his account is unsurprising: the Muscovites all speak one language; they practice one "Greek" faith; their church hierarchs are subordinate to the Patriarch of Constantinople; the Kazan' Tatars neither speak Russian nor are they Christians, though they are ruled by the Muscovites; to the north and east there are primitive tribes that are non-Russian speaking and pagan. He describes Muscovite government in the following, harsh terms: There is also in these three countries -Lithuania, Moscovia and Tartaria -the native habit of selling people: slaves are sold by lords like cattle, and with them their wives and children; more than that, poor people born free but not having food, sell their sons and daughters, and sometimes themselves, in order to obtain from the lord any kind, albeit gross, food. 13
And he cites a prohibition on free exit from Muscovy:
There are guards everywhere so that not only slaves and prisoners, but freemen and visitors will not depart without an edict from the prince. 14 Two conclusions would seem to be warranted here. First, Miechowa probably had the Turks in mind when he described Heft 21. (Munich, 1907) . 31 The section in question, and the one that follows on Muscovy, are in Willibald Pirckheimer, Opera politica, historica, philologica et epistolica (Frankfurt, 1610; reprint, New York, 1969), 104-05. or Muscovites," and explains that their empire spreads to the Don and beyond. Indeed there is nothing unusual here, and Pirckheimer momentarily forgets the Muscovites and moves on to a description of Prussia and Livonia. This section, however, suddenly breaks off and Pirckheimer abruptly launches into a brief description of Muscovy. He writes that the realm of the grand prince is enormous, extending from the Baltic to the Volga and into Asiatic Scythia. Ivan III greatly expanded the realm, adding Perm, Correlia, and "Iuhra." The people inhabiting the latter region are the ancestors of the Hungarians, and to this day are very primitive, living without bread, money, and offering tribute to the grand prince in pelts. Other conquests included Novgorod, Pskov, and Smolensk. Moscow is the capital and it is entirely built of wood, except for the fortress and palace of the grand prince. About Muscovite civic culture, Pirckheimer relates the following:
This nation, however, is rude and completely barbarous, and moreover they are subject to extreme servitude, such that, as among the Turks, all property is accounted as belonging to the rulers. And the prince of Moscovia holds everything to be his property: he relinquishes only profit and use [of his property] to his subjects, and not for longer than he desires. 32
This position bears one of the definite signs of Livonian anti-Muscovite propaganda: the Turkish analogy. For example, the Livonian propagandist Christian Bomhover had spread the notion that the Muscovites were in league with the Turks and Tatars to bring down Christendom. 33 Pirckheimer takes this a step further. Not only are the Muscovites in league with the Turks, they are -save their Greek faith -culturally Turkish.
It is possible that Pirckheimer received this interpretation from Herberstein. In writing Germania Pirckheimer solicited information from a wide circle of correspondents. One of these was the well-known humanist, poet, and reformer, Ulrich von Hutten. 34 Pirckheimer asked Hutten whether it was true that the river the Russians called the "Volga" was the ancient "Rha," as he had read in "a book about the two Sarmatias" (Miechowa) . 35 In a letter to Pirckheimer dated October 25, 1518, Hutten responded that he too had read Miechowa and wondered about the "Volga" and the "Rha." As Hutten explains:
As I researched this question with the care it deserved, it luckily happened that I became acquainted with the knight Sigismund von Herberstein, an advisor of the Emperor. In the past winter he served as the Emperor's ambassador to the prince of Moscow, and he traveled over much of Scythia and made his way into barbarian Asia. In sum, the people of the Muscovite are rude, and furthermore they are subject to great servitude and tyranny, such that, as is the case among the Turks, anything anyone has is considered to be the king's own, and the king holds everything as his property. Johannes, pursue ecclesiastical careers. Both were educated within the Swedish church and went on to the University of Rostock. They then entered the circle of servitors at the court of Sten Sture and worked in a variety of clerical and diplomatic offices. In both capacities they were disposed to mistrust the Muscovites. As Papal officials, they were privy to the Church's opinion that the Orthodox were apostate at best and, in any case, in need of conversion. As Swedish statesmen, they were enlisted in the effort to find allies to fight Muscovite aggression in the Baltic. The anti-Muscovite attitudes they imbibed in service of Pope and king colored all their writings. 50
The promising careers of the Magnus brothers took rather bad turns with the acceptance of the Reform by Gustav
Vasa in the late 1520s. The two were essentially exiled to Danzig in 1517, where they spent ten years. They then moved to Italy where they lived out their remaining days. Olaus apparently began the map shortly after his arrival in Danzig, and there is interesting evidence that the brothers were then thinking about the geography of the North. 
Politics and Borrowing in Early Cosmographies
It is clear that there is no consensus about the nature of Muscovite government among the early cosmographies. That something is borrowing -the appropriation of text from previously printed items. The following schema summarizes the course of borrowing by early cosmographers describing Muscovy. Miechowa via another work which appropriated material directly from him. Yet not all subsequent cosmographies replicated Miechowa's understanding of Muscovite society. Miechowa, as we pointed out, related three specific characteristics relevant to Muscovite civic culture: forced migration or colonization (A), the prohibition on free exit (B), and self-slavery (C). Table 2 demonstrates that these characteristics were imperfectly transmitted to subsequent cosmographies. 
Conclusion
The inclusion of descriptions of Muscovy in early cosmographies was an important moment in the formation of the European image of Russia. In writing brief cosmographical vignettes, authors were compelled to reduce an abundance of information from a variety of sources into a summary statement. This process of condensation is essentially a form of stereotypification: common characteristics are removed and the putatively distinguishing features were maintained.
These signature marks eventually come to represent the people as a whole. The early cosmographers could not agree on the proper ethnographic stereotype for Muscovy. Some saw it as a place of cruel despotism while others describe it as a rich, well-governed kingdom. However there was a slight general tendency among all the cosmographies to rehearse tropes indicative of the former interpretation. We commonly read that the Muscovites are ruled by a tyrant, that slavery is widespread, that no one is free to leave or enter the realm without the grand prince's permission. The reason for the slight preponderance of this dark view is found in two phenomena -politics and borrowing. Relations along the Eastern Europe were strained in the first half of the sixteenth century. Many of the cosmographers -Germans, Livonians, Swedes -held grudges against the Muscovites which were born out in their descriptions. More innocently, cosmographers simply appropriated text from their predecessors thereby replicating the view of their sources. Since
Miechowa was the text of choice, elements of his critical vision tended to be transcribed with disproportionate frequency. Herberstein's view of Muscovy as a despotism was thus preceded by cosmographical texts which offered, if not the same depiction, one that bore interesting similarities to it. However it was only with the publication of Rerum moscoviticarum that the despotic view would be cemented in European consciousness.
